argue that a bilingual advantage in executive functioning (EF) either does not exist or only occurs infrequently and in undetermined circumstances. They furthermore argue that biases may have inflated the evidence for a bilingual advantage. Their overview of published results shows that more than 80% of the tests conducted after 2011 showed no effect of bilingualism, especially in studies with larger sample sizes. In this commentary, we will describe how evidence for a bilingual advantage has changed over time and which reasons may underlie a decline of positive evidence.
The relatively short but extensive history of research on bilingualism and EF has seen a shift from initial studies presenting strong evidence for a bilingual advantage to more recent studies criticising the reliability or even the existence of such an advantage. One of the first and most influential studies on this topic (Bialystok, Craik, Klein, & Viswanathan, 2004) reported the highest effect sizes observed in this literature (ranging up to d ¼ 3). In the following years, further studies reported positive effects of bilingualism but with smaller effect sizes. The average effect size in published studies now seems to be substantially smaller (around d ¼ .30; de Bruin, Treccani, & Della Sala, 2015) .
In 2011, Hilchey and Klein concluded that their review showed limited evidence for an inhibitory effect of bilingualism, but 'robust' evidence for a global bilingual advantage.
In an updated review (Hilchey, Saint-Aubin, & Klein, in press), however, they conclude that the evidence for a global advantage has evaporated since their initial review. This change in conclusions is compatible with Fig. 1 presented by Klein (2015) , who compared reaction times on Simon and flanker tasks between bilinguals and monolinguals. Large bilingual-monolingual differences were predominantly found in earlier studies, but less so in recent publications. To examine this apparent decline in support for a bilingual advantage, we created an overview of studies on bilingualism and EF published between 2004 and 2014 (Fig. 1) .
1 Based on the overall conclusions presented in these papers, we classified them as 'supporting' or 'challenging' a bilingual advantage, or as 'mixed' if no conclusion was drawn. 2 The pattern of supporting versus challenging studies has indeed changed over time. Whereas earlier studies largely supported a bilingual advantage, recent years (especially 2014) have shown an upsurge in studies challenging this view. Thus, the support for a bilingual advantage appears to have diminished in recent years. A decrease in positive evidence after a strong initial finding is not uncommon in science and is dubbed the 'decline effect'. In many research fields, initial studies have shown large effects whereas later studies struggle to replicate these findings or only find effects in restricted circumstances. For example, the decline effect accounts for the lack of confirmation of a widely used treatment
